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As I nentloned to you j-tsterdey while we were insoeetino the
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aa you deea 'appropriated ?............... ........ ,»»«

nu56,r ltees aroaa during our conference with Georce 
?*p?Sk anp ®n ®*lynCdt and in one fore or another, they all relate 
!? *haJaponaa whleh Hateo 11 developing not only to the OEP, bit 
?}a°.wl$h regard to the Muodex and Grace situations. In no 
particular order there itees include:

fP ^Zt-P neceaaary to review the entirety of
■ MJPOES perelt and to provide a response
to its technical roqulreeenta. Both aa to the
Oaparteent's siting of wells, nuebor of wells, 
reeedlal progress, ate., and to its fsr-
reachlng roquireeents pernTning to the lagoons, 
closed ponds, swale, ate., Mateo oust present
• fPplf; X would greatly appreciate it if
yw would evaluate the perelt and provide ee 
with your response to all of these various 
Issues so that X can serge that with our 
logoi reaponae and, thereafter, provide saeo 
to the Oepartsent.

Or. Dan 0. Ravlv, Ph.0
c/o Dan Ravlv Associates, Inc.
3 Central Avenue
west Orange, New Jersey 07032

RE: Mateo Chealeal Corporation
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without draining towards the river, and it is 
that contamination which is showing up in tho •«
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(2) As we discussed, it is necessary to also 
keep in the forefront the fact that the
situation with Nuodex goes nand-in-glove with 
Mateo’s exchanges with the OEP. It was very 
helpful yesterday when you indicated that 
the water quality data which has been
developed shows essentially de ■lnlaus 
contaminates on the Mateo site,"but
substantial concentrations of hazardous
chemicals on the Nuodex property, if X 
correctly understood the implication,
this would mean that those cheelcals
are showing up in the Nuodex wells duo to 
sone geological and hydrological events 
and circumstances at Nuodex, rather than 

jiuo to sone fault of Mateo.

(>) This eay have been confirmed by our 
tour of the site in that it appeared that 
••although regional groundwater flow is 
towards Nudoex — there is localized
topography from the Nuodex plant and
ponds back towards its wells. Xt also is 
significant that the stream which crosses the 
highway (from Mateo towards Nuodex) runs 
generally elesr on Mateo’s side of the road 
but becomes blackened (with apparent sewage) 
on the Nuodex side of the property, and when 
one of the Nuodex wells (which was unlocked) 
was opened, on the Nuodex side of the rood, 
•the water level was high and the sewage saell 
was strong.

The Implication seems to bo that the
groundwater on the Nuodex property is in 
continuity with tho surface weter, and that
contamination is showing up from sources 
other than the Mateo site.

This also aay be eonfiraed by the fact 
that the Nuodex facility seeas to have been 
built in o aarshy area which provldoa for 
poor drainage. Thue aaterials in the ground 
water on that site aay very well reaaln there

Nuodex wells. Thus Mateo’s facilities are 
irrelevant to the conditions at the Nuodex 
property.



i
*

w« Hiiewixo, responao to the 
aay vary depending on the requirements as 
related to laooons. the elaawn aand*

you have any
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questions. 

Beat regards.

very truly yours, 

EDELSTEIN ft BERNSTEIN

Dr. Dan D. Revlv, Ph.d 
March 3, 196s
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NATHAN N. LDtLSTElN

A8i? separate item please also be reminded

?! zt &• that this
ls4ue to Isolated dumping rather than to 
a flow of groundwater from the asphalt company 
towards Hateo, (in fact you have Indicated that 
such a flow Is unlikely given topography), in any event It is necessary to evaluate who 

had access to this section of the Mateo' 
property (and when) for Illegal duaplng.

(3) As we discussed, the response to the OEP 
■sy vary depending on the requirements as 
related to lagoons, the closed ponds and/or

- the swale. To reiterate X would vary ouch 
appreciate it If you would evaluate the 
technical requirements in the draft permit
for each of these three different
of the permit and provide me with 
comments.

Please call me at your convenience if '




